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BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

STB NO. AB 167 (SUB-NO. 1189X)

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION — ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION - IN
ITUDSON COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

STB NO. AB 55 (SUB-NO. 636X)

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. — DISCONTINUANCE EXEMPTION - IN HUDSON
COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

STB NO AB 290 (SUB-NO. 306X)

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY - DISCONTINUANCE
EXEMPTION - IN HUDSON COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

NOTICES OF EXEMPTION

REPLY TO NOTICES OF INTENT
TO FILE AN OFFER OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Introduction
Consolidated Rail Corporation (**Conrail™) rephes here to the Notices of Intent to File an
Offer of Financial Assistance filed by the City of Jersey City (“City OFA Notice™) and CNJ Rail
Corporation (“CNJ OFA Noticc”) on March 27,2009 The Board should rejcct both Notices
The OFA process 1s designed for the purpose of continuing to provide freight rail service Itis
wcll settled that the Board will not entertain an OFA request 1f the Board finds cither (1) that the
OFA proponent has no genuine interest in providing freight rail service or (2) that there is no

realistic likelihood of such traffic over the linc to be abandoned See, e g, Union Pacific



Ratlroad Co —Abandonment and Discontinuance of Trackage Righis Exemption- -In l.os
Angeles County, C4, STB Docket No AB-33 (Sub-265X). 2008 WL 1968728 (STB served May
7, 2008) (“/.os Angeles County™)

In this casc, the City demonstrably has no genuine interest in providing freight rail
service over the rail line at 1ssue (the “Harsimus Branch™) The City has worked assiduously,
and successfully, to nd the vicinity of any and all industnal operations and replace them with
residential developments, retail stores, office buildmgs, hotels, and other high-cnd developments
See City of Jersey City, Rails to Trails Conservancy, Pennsylvama Railroad 1larsimus Stem
Embankment Preservation Coalition, and New Jersey State Assemblyman Lowis M Manzo—Pet
Jor Dec Order, STB Finance Docket No 34818, ship op at 4-5 (STB scrved Aug 9, 2007)
(*2007 Decision™) At no point has the City ever suggested an interest 1n reviving freight rail
service 1n the area that 1t has worked so hard to transform

CNJ also has no credible interest in reviving freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch
CNJ owns no rail assets and conducts no rail opcrations Maryland Transit Admun -- Pet for
Dec Order, STB Fin Dkt No 34975, 2008 WT. 4281987, *1 n 3 (scrved Sept 19, 2008)
(“M7A4") CNJ simply cannot demonstrate that 1t has the “financial responsibility” required to
sustain an OFA request See49 CFR § 1152 27(c)(n)(B

In any event, even 1f the City or CNJ} were genuinely interested 1n freight rail service,
therc are no shippers, and there have been none for close to two decades 1d at 5. Further,
providing freight rail service over the nght-of-way would be a physical and financial
impossibility No rail infrastructure remains, even on the part of the old nght-of-way that 1s not

already covered by commercial development Id at4-5 In other words, there 1s no hkelihood



whatsoever of any freight rail service over the line | Accordingly, the City’s and CNJ’s OFA
Notices should be rejected
Background

The history of the Harsimus Branch and these proceedings is covered at some length in
the Board’s 2007 Decision 1n Docket No 34818 and 1n the Environmental Asscssment (“EA™)
served by the Scction of Environmental Analysis (“SEA") on March 23, 2009, 1n the above-
captioned proceedings 2 Thus, we need only bnefly describe here the background of the City's
and CNJ’s OFA Notices

The old Harsimus Branch night-of-way cxtended approximately a mslc and a half from
Waldo Avenue 1n Jerscy City to the Hudson River waterfront Even before Conrail acquired the
property 1n 1976, the City had begun redevelopment efforts intended to replace the few
remaining industnal opcrations in the area with high-end commercial developments 2007
Decision at 4 One significant parcel at the east end of the nght-of-way on the Hudson River
was sold even before Conrail acquured the rest of the nght-of-way Thus, when Conrail later
listed the track i1t had acquired that 1t regarded as spur track, Conrail listed the Harsimus Branch
as running from Mllep6st 0 00 (Waldo Avenue) to Milepost 1 36 (Washington Street) VS Ryan
at 13-14 This included six elevated “embankment™ segments (*“Embankment”) between

Milepost 0 36 (Brunswick Avenuc) and Milepost 0 88 (Mann Boulevard)

' In response 1o Conrail’s notification of its intention to file for abandonment of the Harsimus
Branch, the New Jersey Department of Transportation advised Conrail by letter dated March 13,
2008. that 1t has “no nterest n this transaction as 1t pertains to rail freight services ™ Sec
Appendix C to the Verified Notices of Exemption filed in the above-captioned proceedings on
February 26, 2009

2 Further detail and supporting exhibits can be found i the Venfied Statement of Conrail
Witness Robert W Ryan, filed Apnl 24, 2006, 1n Docket No 34818 (hcreafter “VS Ryan")



Conrail cooperated with the City’s cfforts to redevclop the areca  The City aggressively
argucd to Conrail that *‘the time of the freight rail service on this line [1 e, the Harsimus Branch]
has passed” and urged Conrail to end rail service and remove thc Embankment VS Ryan at 11-
12, Exh G & H, 2007 Decision at 5, EA at 5 By the early 1990s, the few remaining rail
shippers had left the area, and Conrail had sold all of the rail line east of Marin Boulevard
(Milepost 0 88) to pnivate developers or to the Jersey City Redevelopment Agency EA at 5
In 1994, Conraill permitted the City and a private developer, National Bulk Carrniers, to remove
the railroad bndge at Manin Boulevard and, subsequently, at the urging of the City, Conrail
removed the remaining bridges connecting the Embankment segments and the other bridges,
track, and track structure between Waldo Avenue and Mann Boulevard 2007 Decision at 5, VS
Ryan at 12-14, Exh. J

Conrail offered to sell what remained of the Embankment to the City, and both the City
and the Jersey Cnty Redevelopment Agency devoted considerable time and cffort to
redcvclopment plans 2007 Decision at 5, VS Ryan at 14, Exh L-K However, the City lost
interest in pursuing its own redevelopment plans when the six Embankment parcels were placed
on the New Jersey State Register of Histornic Places 1n late 1999 EA at 5, VS Ryan at 14-15,
Exhs N-Q

Unable to interest the City 1n acquiring the property. Conrail in 2003 put the six
Embankment parcels (between Milepost 0 36 and 0 88) and the two at-grade parccls (between
Milepost 0 18 and 0 36) out for bids While the properties were out for bids, the City designated
the s1ix Embankment parcels as an Historic Landmark under the City's local historic prescrvation

laws Conrail notificd all bidders of the City’s action and advised them that development of the



property would be contingent on their compliance with the City’s histonic preservation laws VS
Ryan at 15-16.

SLH Properties was the only bidder that met Conrail’s minimum bid requirements SLH
formed cight limited lhamlity companies to acquire the eight parcels The sale to the LLCs
closed in July 2005. EA at 5-6 This left Conrail with ownership of just a 0 18-mile segment of
the old nght-of-way cast of Waldo Avenue

After the sale to the LLC's had closed, the City claimed that authonty was required from
the Board for abandonment of the Harsimus Branch nght-of-way betweén Waldo Avenue
(Milepost 0 00) and Marin Boulevard (Milepost 0 88) The City, t'he Pennsylvama Railroad
Harsimus Stem Embankment Preservation Coalition, the Rails to Trails Conservancy, and New
Jersey State Assemblyman Luis M Manzo (“City Parties™) filed a petition for declaratory order
that ultimately resulted 1n the Board's 2007 Decision 1n Docket No 34818 holding that
abandorument authority was required for the right-of-way

In early 2008, Conrail, CSX Transportation, Inc (“CSXT™), and Norfolk Southern
Raillway Company (*NS”’) mitiated abandonment and cflscontmuance proceedings before the
Board, but Conrail’s imtial {ilings met with considerable opposition from the City and others,
primarily on historic preservation grounds Accordingly, Conrail retained Richard Grubb and
Associates, Inc (“RGA”), a consulting firm that specializes in histonic preservation analysis, to
provide more information on the Embankment and surrounding arca EA at 6 RGA prepared a
detailed “Arca of Potential Effects Report and Proposed Mcthodology for Section 106

Consultation” (“APE Report™), and Conrail invited SEA and the New Jersey State Historic

3 Conrail and the LLCs appealcd the STB's August 9, 2007 Decision, as well as a Board
decision served December 19, 2007 denying the LLCs’ petition for reconsideration. to the Umted
States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circit  That appceal 1s pending



Preservation Officer (“SHPQO”) to review the APE Rcport and visit the site with Conrail and
RGA By letter dated December 23, 2008, the SHPO concurred with the definition of the Arca
of Potential Effects in RGA’s rcport EA at 6

On January 6, 2009, Conrail, CSXT, and NS filed combined Venificd Notices of
Exemption for abandonment (Conrail) and discontinuance of scrvice (CSXT and NS) In order
to provide time for the Board to address historic preservation issucs before the Notices of
Exemption 1n the above-captioned cases became effective, Conrail contemporaneously filed a
motion to stay the effective date of the Notices for 180 days and to waive certain pre-filing
notification requirements The City Parties opposed Conrail’s motion, and 1n a decision scrved
January 26, 2009 (“January 26 Decision™), the Board rejected Conrail’s motion and dismissed
the Notices of Exemption without prejudice to Conrail’s refiling under the Board’s normal
excmption procedures set fothin49 CFR § 1152 50

On February 26, 2009, Conrail refiled the Notices of Exemption under the normal
procedures As called for under those procedures, on March 18 the Board published notice of the
proceeding n the Federal Register, and on March 23 SEA 1ssued its EA

On March 27, the City and CNJ served their OFA Notice, pursuant to 49 CF R §
1152 27(c) Inits Notice, the City seeks detailed information regarding the physical condition,
net liquidation valuc, and sales value of the entirc line and threc “segments” thereof - as well as
all sales contracts, appraisals, and documents mdicating marketable title in respect to the line and
any portions thereof City OFA Notice at 2-3 In 1ts Notice, CNJ secks the same information,
and also a plethora of information about traffic on the line, speed limuts, interchange

arrangecment, and other operating data CNJ OFA Notice at 2-4



Argument

The Board and the courts have made clear that the purpose of the OFA process
authonzed by 49 U S.C § 10904 and implemented by the Board’s procedures at 49 CFR §
1152 27 1s to provide a means for continuing freight rail service See Redmond-Issaquah R R
Preservation Ass’'nv STB, 223 F 3d 1057, 1061 (91h Cir 2000) (*“Redmond-Issaquah™), Los
Angeles County, 2008 WL 1968728 (STB served May 7, 2008) Thus, the Board need not
entcrtain an OFA proposal 1f 1t determines that the proponent of that proposal has no genuine
interest in continuing or resurrecting rail freight scrvice  Sec The Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company—Abandonment Exemption—In King County, WA—In the Matter of an
Offer of Financial Assistance, STB Docket No AB-6 (Sub-No. 380X),3 S TB 634, 641-42,
1998 WL 452837, *5-6 (1998) (“King County™), aff'd Redmond-Issaquah, 223 F 3d at 1060-63
Nor necd the Board entertain an OFA proposal 1f 1t determines that there 1s no realistic chance of
sufficient future traffic to support a freight rail operation See Roaring Fork Railroad Holding
Authority—Abandonment Exempnion—in Garfield, Eagle, and Pitkain Counties, CO, STB Docket
No AB-547X,4STB 116, 119-20, 1999 W1, 323347, *2-3 (STB scrved May 21, 1999)
(“Roaring Fork™), aff’d sub nom Kulmer v STB, 236 F 3d 1255, 1256-58 (10th Cir 2001)
(“Kulmer”)

The Board should reject the City's and CNJ’s OFA Notices both (1) because there 1s no
evidence that the City or CNJ has any interesi in starting up a freight rail service on the Harsimus
Branch, and (2) because therc 1s no evidence that there 1s sufficient shipper demand for freight
ra1l service to support a viable freight rail operation

1 The City has no interest 1n starting up a freight rail operation on the Harsimus

Branch For years, the City hounded Conrail to termuinate 1ts freight operations on the Harsimus



Branch and work with the City to sell off the property to pnivate developers or the Jerscy City
Redevelopment Authonity for high-end commercial development The City's efforts have
succeeded No trace of the Harsimus Branch remains east of Mann Boulevard (Milepost O 88)
Indeed, just east of Mann Boulcvard, a Bed, Bath & Beyond store sits on the old nght of way,
and hotels, condominiums, and office buildings occupy other parcels that are part of the old
right-of-way

The designation of the Embankment as an historic property under state law 1n 1999 made
1t dafficult for the City to redevclop that part of the Harsimus Branch as 1t had intended, and 1n
2003 the City designated the Embankment as an historic landmark under mumicipal law  Since
then, the City and other parties have proposed a vanety of possible uses for the Embankment—
including use as a park and/or trail and hght public transit—but no one has suggested that the
Embankment should be used agamn for freight rail service  The City and other partics have filed
dozens of plecadings 1n Docket No 34818 and 1n the above-captioned proceedings, and none has
suggested that anyone wishes to sce freight rail service operating on the Embankment

CNJ has not herctofore participated in this procceding, but its motives in filing its OFA
Notice are equally suspect CNJ 1s not an operating company According to a report from the
New Jersey State Business Gateway Service, which is attached, CNJ has been “DISSOLVED
WITHOUT ASSETS ™ The Board recently confirmed that CNJ, despite calling itself CNJ Rail
Corporation, does not own any rail assets or conduct any rail operations M74, 2008 WL
428198, *1 n 3 - CNIJ asserts that 1ts “has, or within a reasonable time will have, the financial
resources to fulfill all of 1ts proposed contractual obligatsons,™ CNJ OFA at 2, but there 1s not a

shred of evidence 1n this procceding, any other proceeding, or any official business record to

4 A search of Dun & Bradstreet yields no information at all for CNJ Rai) Corporation



support that assertion CNJ’s obvious lack of financial responsibility alone 1s ample grounds for
dismissing 1ts OFA Notice Sec, e.g , Norfolk Southern Ry Co —Abandonment Exemption—In
Somerset County, PA, STB Dkt No AB-290 (Sub-No 305X), 2009 WL 217275 (dismissing
OFA becausc proponent’s statcment of financial responsibility was “unsupported by concretc
financial evidence such as income statcments, balance shects, letters of credit, or other financial
statements™) 5

It bears emphasizing as well that the Board has an interest 1n avoiding abuse of 1ts OFA
process CNJ's OFA Notice here 1s a cookie-cutter request for information that displays
complete 1gnorance of the circumstances of the Harsimus Branch, and would impose serious
information burdens on Conrail for no legitimatc purpose The Board does not permit parties to
misuse the OFA process. Sec Norfolk Southern Ry Co —Abandonment Iixemption—in Norfolk
and Virgimia Beach, VA, STB Docket No AB-290 (Sub No 293X), 2007 WL 3277033, at *7
(served Nov 6, 2007) Accordingly, CNJ’s OFA Notice should be rejected

The City too appears to have no legitimate reason for having filed an OFA request
Further delay appears to be 1ts only motive  Like the association of properly owners in “King
County,” 1t appears that the City wishes to use the OFA process to frusiratc the legitimate
workings of the abandonment process As the Board pointed out in King County, 1t 1s certainly
. relevant to the Board’s inquiry to consider whether a party filing an OFA Notice has an ultenior
motive 1998 WL 452837, at *5 Such a motive may not be dispositive if the Board can

otherwise find that the OFA proponent actually intends to provide freight rail service 1d But

5 As a governmental entity, the City 1s deemed to be a financially responsible party under 49
CFR §115227c)1)n)(B) However, that does not relieve the City of the abligation to show
that it genuinely intends to provide freight service and that freight service 1s likely to be viable
See Redmond-Issaquah, 223 F 3d at 1061-63 (STB properly rejected OFA proponent’s argument
that 11 need only show financial responsibility)



no such finding 1s possible here  The City has made crystal clear that its only intention 1s to use
cvery device 1t can to slow down and burden the legitimate abandonment exemption process
Accordingly, the City's OFA Notice should be rejected i

2 Even 1f the City or CNJ could demonstrate that 1t had a scrious interest in
attempting to resurrect freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch, the OFA Notices would have
to be rejectcd In the first place, freight rail scrvice requires shippers  There are none, and there
have been nonc for close to two decades  In the intervening penod, the arca has been completely
transformed Even in the cases likc King County and Roaring Fork where the Board has found
that therc was insufficient evidence of firm shipper commitments 1o conclude that a freight rail
operation could be viable, there was some indication from actual shippers n the vicinity that they
were actually mterested 1n freight service  King County, 3 S.T B at 634, 641-42, 1998 WL
452837, *1, 5-6 , Roaring Fork, 4 S.T B at 120, 1999 WL 323347, at *3 Here, there 1s no
recent rail activity, there are no shippers 1n the area, and there 1s no evidence that there will be
shippers 1n the area In fact, all of the cvidence 1s to the contrary

Second, freight rail service requires freight rail infrastructure  There 15 nonc on the
Harsimus Branch In fact, much of the Harsimus Branch 15 covered over with other commercial
devclopment that 1s completely incompatible with the resurrection of [reight rail infrastructurc
cast of Marin Boulevard Morcover, even 1f 1t were credible that the City might attempt to
remtroduce freight rail scrvice on the Embankment, the cost of rebuilding all of the brndges,
viaducts, abutments, and other infrastructurc required for freight rail service would be exorbitant
In cases ike King County, Roaring Fork, and Los Angeles County. the Board lound 1t was

unlikely that freight rail service would be provided even though there was already rail

10



infrastructure n place & Here, 1t 1s cven less credible that sufficient rail freight business could be
found to justify the kind of expenditure that would be neccssary to resurrect rail freight business
on the Embankment ’
Conclusion

The purpose of an OFA proceeding 1s to continue freight rail service over a line The
City has no intention and CNJ has neither the intention nor the financial capacity to provide
freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch Morcover, even 1f they did have the requisite mtent
and ability, there are no shippers on the line and no infrastructure to support freight scrvice

Accordingly, the Board should dismiss the City’s and CNJ's OFA Notices

Respectfully submutted,

John K Ennght

Associate General Counsel
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION
1717 Arch Street, 32nd Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 209-5012

§ In King County the Board noted that the substannal cost of rehabilitating the hine to make 1t
operable for freight rail traffic was yet another reason why the Board doubted the OFA
proponent’s contention that 1t would be financially feasible to lure freight rail trattic back to the
Iine at 1ssue there 3 ST B at 643, 1998 WL 452837 at *7

7" The City cannot argue that 1t could be possible that light rail service could be provided over
the Embankment and that freight service could be financially viable 1n conjunction with light
transit rail service In the first place, the 1dea of providing light rail transit service over the
Embankment 1s completely speculative  No demonstration has becn made that such service is
feasible and no money has been authonzed or appropnated In the second place, cven 1f hght
transit rail service were feasible, that still would not suggest that therc was any demand for
freight ra1l scrvice on the line or that freight rail service could co-exist with light rail transit
service Cf Trimidad Ry, Inc —Abandonment Exemption—In Las Animas County, CO, STB
Docket No AB-573X, 2001 WL 903456, *5 (STB served Aug 13, 2001) (obscrving that OFA
proponent had demonstrated that an “aggressive marketing effort” and real prospects for coal and
crushed rock shipments could support a joint freight and tourist passenger rail operation)



Dated Apnl 1, 2008
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Kathryn Kusske Flbyd
MAYER BROWN LLP
1909 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006
(202) 263-3261



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on Apnil 1, 2009, I caused a copy of the foregoing “Reply to Notices

of Intent to Filc an Offer of Financial Assistance™ to be scrved by first class mai} (cxcept where

othcrwise md1cated) on thosc appearing on the atlached Scrvice List %
i Robcrt M ?s(
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Corporate and Business Information Reporting

Business Entity Status Report

Printing Instructions' Open your Browser's Page Setup menu and set your page margins to 0 25" Use your
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New Jersey State Business Gateway Service

Saving Instructions' Save this file to your hard drive for later viewlng by using the Browser's "Save As” function

All avallable Information 15 displayed.

Status Report For; CNJ RAIL CORPORATION

Business ID Number. 0400068070

Business Nama: CNJ RAJL CORPORATION

Report Date. 03/30/2009
Transaction Number: Sequenco: 146532%5: 1

Business Type DOMESTIC PROFIT CORPORATION
Status DISSOLVED WITHOUT ASSETS

Filng Date 09/13/2004

Status Change Date: 01/19/2007
DOR Suspension Start Date
Tax Suspension Start Data

Last Annual Report Filed:
For Last Annual Report Paid Year:

Hame Junsdictson® NJ
Stock Amount 1000000
DOR Suspension End Data
Tax Suspension End Date.

Annual Report Month: 9

Incorporator
Agent
Agent Address:

Office Address Stqtus
Main Busmess Addrass

Principal Business Address.

ERIC S. STROHMEYER
ERIC S. STROHMEYER

833 CARNOUSTIE LANE
SRIDGEWATER, NJ 08807
Deliverable

11 NORTH AVENRUE
DUNELLEN, NJ 08812

Assoclated Names
Name

Type Description
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NJ Business Entity Status Reports Page 2 of 2

Officers/Directors/Members
1) Tite* OTHER
Name! ERIC S. STROHMEYER
Address 81 CENTURY LANE
WATCHUNG, NJ 07069

2) Title: QTHER

) Name.  WILLIAM STROHMEYER

Address: 833 CARNOUSTIE LANE
BRIDGEWATER, NJ 08807

@_ Exl;f_} & Roturn to Main List )

**1f you would like to receive photocoples of documents filed by this business entity, mail your request to PO Box 450,
Trenton, N] 08625 Indicate the Business Entity Number(s) involved and the type of document you wish to have copies
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CHARTER DOCUMENTS
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Changes and Amendments to the Original Certificate Only, OR

All Charter Documents (Onginal Certificate and Changes/Amendments}
And/or

ANNUAL REPORTS
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Copy of Annual Report for a3 Specific Year(s) (Llst the Year Desired)

The photacopy fee for all entities axcept hmited abihity compames 1s $1 per page For imited halnhty companies, the fee 15 $10
for the first page and $2 per page thaoreaftar

The total fee amount for your order wiil vary depending on the number of pages associated with each filed document
you request You may supply us with a check with a NOT TO EXCEED instruction to cover the costs Make the check
payable to the Treasurer, State of New Jersey Alternately, you may pay by crednt card (provide card#/expiration date
end cardholder information) or depository account Please include a self-addressed envelope with your order If you
have any questions or would ke information on alternative service options such as over-the-counter expedited
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SERVICE LIST

Stephen D Marks, Director
1ludson County Planning Division
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Jersey City, NJ 07306
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426 NW 162™ Street
Seattle, Washington 98177
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State Historic Preservation Office City l1all

NJ Department of Environmental Protection 280 Grove Stireet

401 East State Street Jersey City, NJ 07302

P O Box 404
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Michacl D Selender Ron Emnich

Vice President Executive Director
Jersey City Landmarks Conservancy Prescrvation New Jersey
P O Box 68 30 S Warrcn Street
Jersey City. NJ 07303-0068 Trenton, NJ 08608

Valenio Luccio Enc Flemung
President
Civic IC : ‘ ‘
P O Box 248 Harsimus Cove Association
‘PO Box 101

Jersey City, NJ 07303-0248 Jersey City, NJ 07302



Jennifer Greely Jill Edelman

President President
Hamulton Park Neighborhood Association Powcrhouse Arts Distnict Neighborhood Assoc
22 West Hamilton Place 140 Bay Street, Umt 6J
Jerscy Caty, NJ 07302 Jersey City, NJ 07302
Robert Crow Dan Wecbber
President Vice-President
The Village Neighborhood Association Van Vorst Park Association
365 Second Strect 289 Varick Street
Jersey City, NJ 07302 Jersey City, NJ 07302
Gretchen Scheiman Robert Vivien
President President
Historic Paulus Hook Association Newport Neighborhood Association
121 Grand Street 40 Newport Parkway #604
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Jersey City, NJ 07302

Gregory A Remaud
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NJ Commuttee for the East Coast Greenway

NY/NJ Baykeeper
New Boscrmck, NJ 04906 52 West Front Strect
? Keyport, NJ 07735
Sam Pesin Daniel D Saunders
President Deputy State Historic Prescrvation Officer

State Historic Preservation Office

NJ Department of Environmental Protection
P O Box 404

Trenton, NJ 08625-0404

Friends of Liberty State Park
75-135 Liberty Avenue
Jersey City, NJ 07306



Fritz Kahn

1920 N Street, NW

8" Floor

Washington, DC 20036-1601

EncS Strohmeyer
Vice President, COO
CN1J Rail Corporation
8t Century Lane
Watchung, N1 07069

Daniel H Frohwirth

Jersey City Landmarks Conservancy
30 Montgomery Strect

Suzte 820

Jersey City, NJ 07302

Maureen Crowley

Coordinator

Embankment Prescrvation Coalition
263 Fifth St

Jersey City, NJ 07302



